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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 


LASALLE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KEVIN KRAMER, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) CASE NO. 2015-F-153 

) 

JULIA EICKMEIER, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS had In the above-entitled 
cause on March 30, 2017, before KAREN EITEN, Associate 
Circuit Judge of the Thirteenth Judicial Circuit, at the 
LaSalle County Courthouse, 119 W. Madison, Ottawa, Illinois. 


REPORTED BY: 

Paula D. Williams, CSR, RPR 
Official Court Reporter 
119 W. Madison Street 
Ottawa, Illinois 61350 
(815) 434-0400 
License No. 084-001279 
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APPEARANCES: 


Aplington Kaufman McClintock Steele & Barry 

Attorneys at Law 

BY: Mr. Robert Steele 

160 Marquette St. 

LaSalle , IL 

On behalf of the Plaintiff. 


Miskell Law Center 
Attorneys at Law 
BY: Mr. Eric Miskell 
218 W. Madison St. 

Ottawa, IL 

On behalf of the Defendant. 
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(The following proceedings were 
held in open court.) 

THE COURT: Let the record show this is Kevin R. 
Kramer, K-r-a-m-e-r vs. Julia C. Eickmeier, 

E-i-c-k-m-e-i-e-r, Cause Number 2015-F-153. 

Present in court is Mr. Kramer with his 
attorneys, and Ms. Eickmeier with her attorney. We are 
continuing our trial on the Verified Petition for Order Of 
Protection. 

Mr. Steele, are you ready to proceed? 

MR. STEELE: I am, your Honor. 

THE COURT: And, Mr. Miskell, are you ready to 
proceed? 

MR. MISKELL: Yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: Mr. Steele, I believe we are at a point 
where you can call your next witness. 

MR. STEELE: I ask Ann Patton to come in. 

THE COURT: Come on up here and be sworn, ma'am. 

(The witness was thereupon duly 
sworn.) 

THE COURT: Come have a seat up here. 

Mr. Steele, go ahead. 

MS. ANN PATTON, 

having been previously sworn, upon oath testified as follows 
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to wi t: 

DIRECT EXAMINATION 
BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. Would you state your name for the Court, and 
spell your last name for the court reporter? 

A. Ann Patton, P-a-t-t-o-n. 

Q. And you are employed by the Illinois Department 

of Children and Family Services? 

A. Yes. 

Q. How long have you been employed there? 

A. Seventeen years in November. 

Q. And what is your position? 

A- I'm a Child Protection Investigator. 

Q. CPI, is that what the initials are? 

A. Yes. 

Q. We see that in your report. So that's what it 

means? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What training do you have to be a Child 
Protection Investigator? 

A. Urn, I went through a core training, which I 
think was six weeks long. And then we have to have 
additional training hours every year. 

Q. Okay. And do you have training in the areas of 
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child sexual abuse? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Okay. And what training do you have in those 

areas? 

A. I was trained on doing the forensic interviews 
for child physical and sexual abuse. 

Q. So, you do forensic interviews with children? 
A. Yes. 

Q. For alleged victims of child abuse crimes? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Are you familiar with a Julie Eickmeier case? 
A. Yes. 

Q. When was that assigned to you? 

A. In October of 2016. 

Q. Was an allegation given to the Department at 
that time? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Was that allegation then passed on to you? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Were you then called upon to investigate that 

al1egation? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Who was the alleged perpetrator? 

A. Julie Eickmeier. 
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MR. STEELE: What exhibit number are we on? 

THE CLERK: 8. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q- I'm showing you what I have marked as Father's 
Exhibit Number 8, and ask you if that is the allegation you 
were called upon to investigate? 

A. This is one of the allegations, yes. 

Q. Okay. You say this is one of the allegations. 
Was there another allegation? 


A. 

Yes, Allegation 60. 

Q. 

Did that come up later in your investigation? 

A. 

They came in together. 

Q. 

Okay. And what is Allegation 60? 

A. 

Substantial risk of physical harm. 

Q. 

Okay. And allegation -- that's Allegation 

10-B? 


A. 

Yes. 

Q. 

And what is that? 

A. 

Substantial risk of physical 

injury/environmental injurious to health and welfare -- 

medical child 

1 abuse of a Factitious Disorder by -- 


(Court reporter asked for 


clarification.) 

A. 

I forgot you have to type all this. 
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Q. Can you spell that then for the court reporter, 
factitious? 

A. F-a-c-t-i-t-i-o-u-s Disorder by Proxy, or 
Munchausen by Proxy Syndrome. 

MR. STEELE: Does the Court want a copy while I am 
examining the witness? Would that be easier? 

THE COURT: Do you have any objection, Mr. Miskell? 
Have you already seen this? 

MR. MISKELL: Judge, this has been previously 
admitted as a group exhibit, I believe the D.C.F.S. records. 

THE COURT: So, no objection. Okay, go ahead. Thank 
you. I appreciate that. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. All right. And then what were the facts that 
you were to investigate behind these allegations? 

A* I didn't understand what you are asking. 

Q’ Well, something occurred that someone contacted 
D.C.F.S. Hot Line? 

A. Right. 

Q. And made an allegation that you were called 
upon to investigate. What was that allegation? 

A. Well, the risk of harm allegation because Julia 
had taken Madeline to the hospital again to have another 
rape kit done. 


7 


PAULA D. WILLIAMS, CSR, RPR 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


Q. All right. And the facts of that allegation 
that you were to investigate, what were they? 

A. As far as the narrative? 

Q. The narrative, yes. 

A. Do you want me to read the narrative? 

Q. You can summarize it. 

MR. MISKELL: I'm only going to object with regards 
to her summarizing hearsay portions of the statement. 

THE COURT: Mr. Steele, do you have a response to 

that? 

MR. STEELE: Well, hearsay is not being given to 
produce the truth or falsity of the statements. It's what 
she was called upon to look into. 

THE COURT: The objection is overruled. 

MR. STEELE: Maybe it's better if she just read it 
rather than summarizing it. Why don't you just read it? 

THE WITNESS: Just read it? 

Source contacted the YWCA Rape Crisis Hot Line 
and spoke to reporter this morning after Julia brought 
Madeline, age three, to Edwards Hospital in Naperville for a 
rape kit because she suspected that Madeline had been 
sexually abused by the father. 

Reporter did not have the father's first name, 
address, or phone number. 
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a stain in 

Julia suspected sexual abuse because she found 

Madeline's underwear. 

Reporter unaware of Madeline disclosing any 


abuse. There were no signs of abuse. And reporter is 
unaware of the hospital evaluation showing anything. 

This is the fourth rape kit that Madeline has 
had and the tenth hospital visit. 

The hospital and police in Naperville are very 
aware of Julia. Source works at Edwards Hospital and this 
morning was working in the ER, Pod A. 

Reporter stated that there is a concern of 
Munchausen by Proxy, and it is listed in the medical notes. 


documented. 

Source contacted the Hot Line and intake was 

And the rest is just -- 

the rest? 

That’s mainly just -- do you want me to read 

reported. 

It just says no Native American ancestry 

Q. 

Okay. But it also shows that there is four 


previous sexual abuse allegations against the father, Kevin 


Kramer? 


A. 

Yes. 

Q. 

Okay. 

A. 

Well, yes, four. 
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Q- That s the last sentence of your narrative? 

A. Uh-huh, yes. 

Q- Okay. Had you participated in any of those 

prior investigations? 

A. No. 

Q- So this is your first contact with this case? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Had you discussed the prior investigations with 

the investigators at D.C.F.S.? 

A. Yes. 

Q- And who did you talk to? 

A. I talked to Kate Yearly. She did a former 
investigation; and Jennifer Lewis, who also did a former 
investigation. 

Q. And those were two of the four allegations that 
were returned unfounded? 

A. I don't know for sure without -- 

Q. Okay. 

A. Well, I can't say for sure without having their 
records. Like, Lisa investigated one. Lisa Trevier 
investigated one. So, I don't know which one it would be. 

Q- Okay. You can't identify which ones they 

investigated, but they were two of the four? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. And Jerry Gibson, I think, was the fourth one 


then? 


A. 

Q. 


I can't say for certain. 

All right. All right. 

What did you do then to investigate this after 
you talked to the other investigators on this matter? 

A. We staffed it with my Supervisor and our 
Manager, Jim Armion. And it was decided to take protective 

custody of Madeline pending further investigation into these 
al1egations. 

Q. Okay. Now when you take protective custody, is 
there a standard you have to meet in order to take that 
step? 

A. That the child is at risk of some kind of harm 
or abuse or neglect for us to remove a child. 

Q- Did your staffing feel at that point that you 
had sufficient evidence to take that step? 

A. Yes. 

When did you do that? 

Can I refer to my -- 

If you have no memory of the date. 

It was October 6th, maybe, a day or two after 
the report came in. 

Q- So that report came in October 3rd. It would 
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have been shortly after, a couple of days? 

A. A couple days after. We have twenty-four hours 
to initiate an investigation. 

Q- Did you then pick up Madeline? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And who did you place her with? 

A. With Kevin, the father. 

Q. Okay. And that was to be the protective plan 
in place during the pendency of your investigation. Did you 
reach a firm conclusion? 

A. Correct. 

Q. Did you discuss a placement plan or safety plan 

with Julia at that time? 

A. My supervisor had a conversation with Julia, 

according to her note, on the phone to see if she would 

enter into what's called an unsafe safety plan, where she 
would sign that Madeline could stay with Kevin. And if she 

agreed to that, we wouldn't have possibly taken protective 
custody. 

But she didn't agree to that, so that's what 
ultimately led to us taking protective custody. 

MR. MISKELL: I'm sorry. Can I have that last 
statement read back, Judge? 

THE COURT: Certainly. 
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(The record was read as 
requested.) 

THE COURT: Thank you, Paula. Go ahead, Mr. Steele. 
BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. The term was unsafe safety plan? 

A. It's called an unsafe safety plan. 

Q. And what is that? 

A. That's in lieu of taking protective custody, 
yes, to keep the child safe pending further investigation. 

Q. Since Julia did not agree, you then went out to 
take protective custody? 

Yes. 

Now while Madeline was in protective custody, 
Degan your investigation? 

A. Yes. 

Q. What did you do as part of that investigation? 

A. Urn, I gathered hospital records referred -- or 

Madeline referred to the PRC again. I spoke with Dr. 

Petrak's office. 

Q. Just for the Court's benefit, PRC is what? 

A. Pediatric Resource Center in Peoria. 

Q. What is that Center? 

A. Dr. Petrak specializes in child abuse/neglect 

cases, exams, sexual abuse exams, serious physical abuse 
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1 


exams. 


And had they had prior contact with Madeline? 
Ygs, they hed. 

And you said you gathered together hospital 


Petrak? 


Correct. 

And what else did you do with regard to Dr 


A. I spoke to Kristen Lenover, who works for Dr. 
Petrak, and then they sent us all her reports. 

MR. MISKELL: I'm going to object to that with 
regards to the characterization that what they received was 
all the reports, without any actual documentation as to what 
they received, given the fact that the doctor’s testified. 

THE COURT: Mr. Steele, your response? 

MR. STEELE: I wi11 try and go into more details what 
reports were received. 

THE COURT: All right. For now, I'll sustain the 
objection. Go ahead. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. So Dr. Petrak asked for certain information 

from you? 

A. Yes. 

0. And so the hospital records which you had on 
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hand at that time, those are the hospitals which D.C.F.S. 
had on hand and gathered together? 

A. Yes, uh-huh. 

MR. STEELE: If I could see the exhibits. I'm 

looking for joint exhibit, the evidence deposition of Dr. 
Petrak. 

THE COURT: It's right here. 

MR. STEELE: Oh, I'm sorry. 

THE COURT: I don't think it was actually -- 
MR. STEELE: It was introduced as a joint exhibit. 

THE COURT: Okay. We don't have it marked as such, I 
don't think. But we will get that taken care of. 

MR. STEELE: It was Joint Exhibit Number 1 or 2. 

THE CLERK: Which one? 

THE COURT: The bottom one, that's Number 2, Joint 2. 
MR. STEELE: Should I mark that at this time? 

(Whereupon a discussion was held 
off the record between counsel.) 
MR. STEELE: All right. I'm referring to this 

report. 

MR. MISKELL: Okay. 

MR. STEELE: Judge, can I take this exhibit apart? 
There's an exhibit attached to the deposition. 

BY MR. STEELE: 
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Q. I'm showing you what's marked as Petitioner's 
Exhibit Number 2 as part of a deposition exhibit dated 

12-22-16, and ask you if you can identify this Exhibit 
Number 2? 

A. Yes. This is a report from the Pediatric 
Resource Center. 

Q. That is a report you received from Dr. Petrak? 
A. Yes. 

Q. You received that on or about October 28th? 

A. Date of report October 28, 2016. 

MR. STEELE: Again, your Honor, if the Court would 
like to follow along, there's a copy of that deposition, 
Exhibit Number 2. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. Now in this exhibit then, there is a section 
called Medical Record Review. Did you review that? 

A. Yes. 

Q. That refers to records from Perry Memorial 

Hospital? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Were those records supplied by D.C.F.S. to Dr. 


Petrak? 


A. Yes. 

Q. Records from Children's Hospital of Illinois, 
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were those a part of the records you supplied to her? 

MR. MISKELL: I'm going to object to the 
characterization that D.C.F.S. supplied the records without 

actually any testimony that she has actual knowledge that 
that was done. 

MR. STEELE: She's already testified that she, that 
Dr. Petrak’s request supplied these records to her. 

MR. MISKELL: I understand that. But she may not 
have had actual knowledge as to what records were sent, how 
many pages were sent, were they complete records, were they 

partial records, and where did D.C.F.S. get the records 
from. 

THE COURT: As I understood the testimony, she 
personally did that. So if I am in error, Mr. Steele, you 
clear that up. But, otherwise, the objection is overruled. 

MR. MISKELL: My objection only is to the foundation 
as to what exact records did she get. 

THE COURT: Right. 

MR. MISKELL: Yeah, okay. 

THE COURT: But my understanding of the questions 
that were asked thus far was that she personally gathered 
the hospital records and forwarded them. So if I am in 
error, Mr. Steele, clear that up. 

MR. STEELE: All right. 
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MR. MISKELL: I gotcha. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. Those records were supplied then by you to Dr. 
Petrak's office? 

A. Yes. 

MR. MISKELL: Again, that doesn't answer the question 
that was the records were supplied to the doctor by her. 

But it didn't say that she's the one who procured the 
records from the providers. That’s the question. And what 
records were they? And were they complete records? 

THE COURT: Aren't you going through them one by one 
at this point? 

MR. STEELE: Yes. 

THE COURT: Okay. Well, I'm going to let him provide 
that information. 

MR. MISKELL: Okay. 

THE COURT: So, overruled. Go ahead. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. Now you have testified you supplied to her 
certain records from Perry Memorial Hospital dated 1, excuse 
me, 11-8, 11-18-2013? 

A. I wouldn't know the exact date without looking 
at it. But if that's what it says -- 

Q- 1 will show you what's marked as Father's 
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Exhibit 1-D, which are records from Perry Memorial Hospital 
rom November 18, 2013, and November 8, 2013 

A. That is the records that D.C.F.S. received. 

Q- Those would have been the records you then 

supplied to her? 

A. Correct. 

the COURT: Mr. Steele, is that 1-D as in dog? 

MR. STEELE: It is, yes, Father's Exhibit 1-D. 

THE COURT: Thank you. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Okay. You have got Dr. -- let's see those 
exhibits, please. 

A. Uh-huh. 

Attached to this Petition is Exhibit Number 2 
then. Petitioner's - excuse me, Petitioner's Number 3 is a 
PRC date of visit 2-18-2015. 

Would that have been supplied by you as part of 
your records then to Dr. Petrak? 

A. I -- because she's been down there before. 

Q- Right. 

A- So I don't know if one of the other 
investigators had sent some of these before. 

Q* Okay. 

A- I don't know exactly which ones I would have 
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sent personally in my investigations. 

Q. Okay. 

A. Like I say, she might have had these prior to 

my investigation. 

Q- So that might have been a record she may 

have -- 

A. Right. 

Q- -- independently because she works at PRC. So 

you can't say for sure that was one you sent? 

A. Correct. 

Q- Okay. IVCH Emergency Room record 1-20 -- 

excuse me. 

A. I'm looking for the date. 

THE COURT: Mr. Steele, you want to take a short 
recess and get those in order? 

MR. STEELE: Perhaps I could, Judge. 

THE COURT: Sure. Otherwise, our court reporter is 
trying to take down the -- 

MR. STEELE: Yes. 

THE COURT: We'll take a little recess. Let me know 
when you are ready to resume and we will get back at it. 

MR. STEELE: All right. 

(Whereupon a recess was had.) 

THE COURT: Let's go back on the record --wait. We 
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are missing your client. 

Let's go back on the record in 2015-F-153. Mr. 
Steele, you ready to proceed? 

MR. STEELE: I am, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Mr. Miskell, you ready to proceed? 

MR. MISKELL: Yes, ma'am. 

THE COURT: Go ahead. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Dr. Petrak s report refers to medical records 
from Perry Memorial Hospital 11-8-2013, 11-18-2013. I 
have -- 

MR. MISKELL: '13 or '15? 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. 11-8-2013. Fathers Exhibit 1-D, which you have 

in front of you, are those the records from those two visits 
that you supplied to Dr. Petrak? 

A. Yes. 

Q. You also supplied records from Edwards Hospital 
on Page 4 of her report 11-24-2015, 11-26-2015, 11-28-2015. 
Are these the records contained in Father's Exhibit 1-C, 
your review of those? 

A. Yes. 

Q. All right. She also refers to Illinois Valley 
Community Hospital records, Emergency Department 11-27-2015, 
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which is marked as Father's 1 -A, dated 11-27-2015. Are 
those the hospital records you supplied to Dr. Petrak? 

A. Yes. 

Q. She also refers to Edwards Hospital records 

dated 10-3-2016, Emergency Department. That's attached to 
her - - 

A. 10-3-16? 

Q. That's attached to Petitioner's Exhibit 

Number 2, Deposition Exhibit 12-22-2016. Are those records 
you supplied to her from Edwards Hospital? 

A. Yes. 

Q. This also shows records, this same exhibit 

shows records from IVCH, Illinois Valley Community Hospital, 
11-27-2015. Those are the records you supplied to her? 

A. I don't know if I would have done the '15 
because my investigation wasn't until October of '16. 

Q. But these are the records you supplied to her 
as part of your examination in 2015. The records you, that 
were in your Department were supplied to you? 

A. Okay, correct. 

Q. And you would have then supplied them to her? 

A. No, I can't say that for sure. She may have 
had some of these prior investigators. I don't know if I 
sent them that directly. 
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1 1 Somebody in our office would have possibly sent 

2 I them. But I can't say for sure if I was the one that 
actually faxed them to her. 

Q. They did come from your office directly to her? 
A. Yes, they did. Yes. 

Q. And there were other records from OSF, St. 

7 I Francis Medical Center, she would have had direct access 
from her position at PRC? 

A. Correct. 

Q. So those would not have been supplied but she 

11 I would have found those from her independent examination? 

MR. MISKELL: Objection. Called for speculation. 

THE COURT: Sustained. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q- Did you then receive a report from Dr. Petrak 
based upon the records that you supplied to her and her 
investigation? 


18 

A. 

Yes, I did. 

19 

Q. 

That s a report dated October 28, 2015? 

20 

A. 

Yes. 

21 

Q. 

Did you review that report? 

22 

A. 

Yes, I did. 

23 

Q. 

And then making your findings of abuse, 

24 

they form a 

part of your basis for those findings? 



23 


PAULA D. WILLIAMS, CSR, RPR 











1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 


A. 


Yes. 


Q. So part of your findings is that 10 being 
substantial risk? 

MR. MISKELL: I'm going to object. 

THE COURT: Sustained. Leading. 

MR. STEELE: I think it's foundational, but I'll 
rephrase it. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. One of the allegations you were investigating 
was 10-B? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And that is substantial risk of physical injury 
indicated? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Did you, in fact, find that to be indicated? 

A. Yes. 

Q. And what factors did you take into account into 
making that indicated finding? 

A. Dr. Petrak's report and the definition by the 

Department per Procedure 300. 

Q. What is the definition? 

A. Of the 10-B? 

Q. 10-B. 
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A. You want me to read the whole thing again? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Substantial risk of physical 

injury/environment injurious to health and welfare -- 
medical child abuse of a Factitious Disorder by Proxy or 
Munchausen by Proxy Syndrome. 

Q. And what factors in Dr. Petrak’s report led you 
to find that these, in fact, existed? 

MR. MISKELL: Well, I'm going to object. She's an 
investigator. She doesn't make the findings. I believe it 
was her supervisors that did that. 

THE COURT: Your response, Mr. Steele? 

MR. STEELE: She testified that she did find this 
report to be indicated. I am asking her what forms the 
basis of that finding. 

She did testify she does review that with her 
supervisor before they sign off on it. But certainly she 
forms a major part of that decision making. 

THE COURT: Well, let's lay that foundation. So the 
objection is sustained at the present time. But go ahead 

and take us through the process for the determination of a 
founded allegation. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q- All right. In order for an allegation to be 
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returned as founded, you as an investigator has to gather 
certain facts? 


A. Yes. 

Q- And where does it go from there? Do you make 
recommendation based upon your investigation? 

MR. MISKELL: Objection. He's leading. 

THE COURT: Overruled. 

THE WITNESS: Please repeat that. 

BY MR. STEELE: 

Q- Do you make a recommendation based upon your 

investigation of the facts? 

A. My supervisor and I have supervision. And 
between the two of us, based on all the information 
gathered, yes, we make a recommendation. 

Q. What part do you play in that decision-making 
process? 

A. I just give her all the information. We have 
weekly staffings, or sometimes bi-weekly, and give her all 
the information. 

Q. Do you then discuss it with her? 

A. Yes. 

Q- As part of that discussion, do you make a 
recommendation? 

A. Yes. 
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Q. And what was your recommendation? 

A. That it be indicated based on our rules and 
Procedure 300. 

Q- And your recommendation was based upon what 
findings? Did you find physical abuse, or rather a danger 
of physical abuse existed? 

A. Yes. 

Q- Why did you make that recommendation? 

A. Mainly based on Dr. Petrak’s report of the 

various times that Madeline was taken to have rape kits; and 
the many times she had to be examined for sexual abuse. 

MR. MISKELL: Objection. Assuming facts not in 
evidence. 

THE COURT: Explain what your objection is. 

MR. MISKELL: The report, I believe, indicates that 
there was allegations of ten hospitals being visited and 
four rape kits being visited. And there has been no -- 
which was parroted, I believe, in the doctor's report. But 
there has never been after what, four days of this, any 
evidence of four rape kits and ten hospitals? 

THE COURT: Is the doctor's report part of the Joint 
Exhibit 2? 

MR. STEELE: It is, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Okay. Objection is overruled. 
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BY MR. STEELE: 

Q. All right. You found a substantial risk of 

physical injury to Madeline based upon Dr. Petrak's report? 

A. Yes, and the information she gathered. 

Q- All right. And did you also find a danger of 

emotional abuse to Madeline? 

A. I don t understand. I mean, just based on 
what's on our definition of Allegation 10-B and Allegation 
60, whatever that -- 10-B is a different allegation than 
Allegation 60. 

Q. Uh-huh. Okay. You also found in addition to 
10-B, you found Allegation 60. What is Allegation 60? 

A. Can I look it up in my record? 

Q. Yes. If you have no present recollection of 
that definition. 

A. It s just it's a very long definition. Do you 
want me to read the whole allegation or -- 

Q. Before you do that, can I refresh your 

recollection? Can you refer to Page 27 of your report? 

A. Yes, I have Page 27. 

^ asked you about emotional abuse. Is that 
part of your report? 

A. This is a risk assessment that we complete. 

Q. Okay. 

28 


PAULA D. WILLIAMS, CSR, RPR 









1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 


A. Are you asking something specific? 

Q. The risk assessment, did you find part of the 

risk was emotional abuse? 

A - Yes. I rated it as a 2. 

Q- What did you rate? 

A. Child has experienced a moderate degree of 

emotional abuse. For instance, child may be consistently 
denied emotional attention from caregivers; insulted or 

humiliated on an ongoing basis; or intentionally isolated 
from others. 

Q. And that's based upon the facts that you have 
investigated and found to be true? 

A. Yes. 

right. Then you are referring to 
environment injurious to the minor's health? Number 60? 

A. Allegation 60, yes. 

Q. What is that definition? 

A. Do you have the page number? Otherwise, I can 
look through. 

Q. Let's see here. Page 11. 

A. Do you want me to read the whole definition? 

Q. Yes. 

A. Per Procedure 300, the definition of Allegation 

60, environment injurious to health and welfare by neglect 
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1 


is as follows: 


Environment injurious means that a child's 

3 environment created a likelihood of harm to the child's 

4 health, physical well being, or welfare, and that the likely 

5 and -- excuse me -- and that the likely harm to the child is 

6 the result of blatant disregard of parent or caregiver 

7 responsibility. 

s a i legation shall be used when the type of 
9 extent of harm is unidentified, but the totality of 

10 circumstances, including inculpatory/exculpatory evidence, 

11 leads a reasonable person to believe that the child's 

12 environment may likely cause harm to the child's health, 

13 physical well-being, or welfare, due to the parent or 

14 caregiver's blatant disregard. 

15 Blatant disregard is defined as an incident 

16 where the realistic significant and imminent risk of harm 

17 WOUld be so obvious t0 a reasonable parent or caregiver that 

18 U 1S unl1kely that a reasonable parent or caregiver would 

19 have exposed the child to the danger without exercising 

20 precautionary measures to protect the child from harm. 

21 This allegation of harm shall also be used when 

22 there are cond 1tions that create a real significant and 

23 imminent likelihood of harm to the child's health, 

4 well being, or welfare. Example: Domestic violence, 
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1 


intimidation, or child's participation in a criminal act. 

And the parent or caregiver blatantly disregards his or her 
parental responsibility by failing to exercise reasonable 
precautionary measures to prevent or mitigate the imminent 
risk of moderate to severe harm. 

MR. STEELE: Judge, it's just about noon. I know the 
witness has to be somewhere this afternoon. Before I start 

down another lengthy area, I would rather make a clean break 
at this point, I would suggest. 

THE COURT. Mr. Miskell, do you have an objection? 

MR. MISKELL: Judge, it's 5 to 12:00. 

THE COURT: All right. We already have new dates 
set. So that order stands; correct? 

Mr. Steele, you want to verify that your 
witness can come back on our next day? 

MR. STEELE: Can you be back on May 4th at 10:00 
o'clock? 

THE WITNESS: I don't think I have anything 
scheduled. I have to look at my schedule. I know I have to 
be in Rockford on an appeals hearing. 

MR. STEELE. If there is a problem, would you let me 

know? 

THE WITNESS: When did you say it was? 

MR. STEELE: May 4th. 
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THE WITNESS: In the morning? 

MR. STEELE: Yes. 

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. You can step down. 

(Witness excused.) 

THE COURT: We'll reconvene in May, I guess. 

Anything else from you, Mr. Steele? 

Mr. Steele? 

MR. STEELE: I'm just trying to see what exhibits I 
still have hanging out there. 

THE COURT: Did she hand back 8? 

MR. STEELE: That was introduced as part of another 
exhibit. 

THE COURT: Then I have got back the deposition. 

MR. STEELE: Judge, I don’t think I have anything to 
introduce at this point. So, no, I have nothing further at 
this point. 

THE COURT: All right. Mr. Miskell, anything further 
from you at this point? 

MR. MISKELL: You mean -- no. 

THE COURT: Any housekeeping? 

MR. MISKELL: We are good. 

The only thing I would like to do, Judge, if 
it's okay, I would like to look at the exhibits during the 
lunch hour since we are going to be here, anyway. 
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THE COURT: 


Absolutely, Okay. 


Then we are in 


(Whereupon the proceedings 
were concluded.) 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
COUNTY OF LASALLE j 
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in the Thirteenth Judicial Circuit of the State of Illinois, 
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machine shorthand the proceedings had in this cause; that I 
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which I certify to be an accurate transcription of my 
shorthand notes of the proceedings in this cause had before 
KAREN EITEN, judge of said court. 
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of June, 2017. 


34 


PAULA D. WILLIAMS, CSR, RPR 





